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Respondent, McClintock for Congress, by its attorney Igor Birman, Esq., for its answer to the
Complaint of Todd Stenhouse, collectively “Complainants” herein, alleges as follows:

SPECIFIC ALLEGATIONS

. As for the automated call recording provided by Complainant Stenhouse, Respondent

admits causing a call containing the message heard on Complainant’s Exhibit to be
transmitted to voters in the 4th Congressional District. Respondent denies that it omitted
a disclaimer from the automated call. Respondent hereby provides the recording of the
automated call it caused to be transmitted to voters in the 4th Congressional District. The
same is labeled “Respondent’s Exhibit A.”

. As for the allegation labeled Fact (a), relating to Complainant receiving an automated call

from Respondent on or about October 22, 2008, Respondent denies having knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth thereof.

. 'The allegation labeled Fact (a), relating to the illegality of an automated call allegedly

received by Complainant is an improper conclusion of law.

. As for the allegation contained in paragraph labeled Fact (a), relating to “Charlie Brown

for Congress” campaign receiving an automated call from Respondent on or about
October 22, 2008, Respondent denies having knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief as to the truth thereof.

. As for the allegation contained in paragraph labeled Fact (a), relating to Respondent’s

automated call advocating the election of candidate Tom McClintock to the U.S. House
of Representatives, Respondent admits the allegation.

. As for the allegation contained in paragraph labeled Fact (a), relating to Respondent’s

automated call advocating the defeat of candidate Charlie Brown in the election to the
U.S. House of Representatives, Respondent denies the allegation.

. Respondent denies the allegation that it omitted a disclaimer from the automated phone

call at issue,

. As for the allegation labeled Fact (b), relating to Mr. Hank Raymond receiving an

automated call from Respondent on or about October 22, 2008, Respondent denies
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having knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth thereof.

9. The allegation labeled Fact (b), relating to the illegality of an automated call allegedly
received by Mr. Raymond is an improper conclusion of law.

10. As for the allegation contained in paragraph labeled Fact (b), relating to Respondent's
automated call advocating the election of candidate Tom McClintock to the U.S. House
of Representatives, Respondent admits the allegation.

11. As for the allegation contained in paragraph labeled Fact (b), relating to Respondent's
automated call advocating the defeat of candidate Charlie Brown in the election to the
U.S. House of Representatives, Respondent denies the allegation.

12. Respondent denies the allegation that it omitted a disclaimer from the automated phone
call at issue.

13. As for the allegation labeled Fact (c), relating to Mr. Alan Shuttleworth receiving an
automated call from Respondent on or about October 22, 2008, Respondent denies
having knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth thereof.

14. The allegation labeled Fact (c), relating to the illegality of an automated call allegedly
received by Mr. Shuttleworth is an improper conclusion of law.

15. As for the allegation contained in paragraph labeled Fact (c), relating to Respondent’s
automated call advocating the election of candidate Tom McClintock to the U.S. House
of Representatives, Respondent admits the allegation.

16. As for the allegation contained in paragraph labeled Fact (c), relating to Respondent’s
automated call advocating the defeat of candidate Charlic Brown in the election to the
U.S. House of Representatives, Respondent denies the allegation.

17. Respondent denies the allegation that it omitted a disclaimer from the automated phone
call at issue.

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
The Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted.

The claims must be dismissed because Respondent provided a disclaimer on its automated
phone call. The same may be found on the recording labeled “Respondent’s Exhibit A.”
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WHEREFORE, Respondent McClintock for Congress respectfully requests a dismissal of the
Complaint in its entirety.

Respectfully submitted on November 25th, 2008,
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